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1855) regards Mr. Greeley's success as an illustration of American institutions; calls him a genuine representative of the New England spiiit; does not fully approve either his political principles or his plans of social reform ; gives a fine analysis of his character; casts a side glance at Mrs. Hemans, as contrasted with Byron and Shelley, and dwells on the limitations and infirmities of self-made men. The paper is brilliant, and not in the least controversial. An article on American literature (February, 1856) follows Duycinck in the main ; but contains a warm eulogium on Roger Williams, as the apostle of soul-freedom. The paper on Heine (November, 1856) severely condemns Heine's character; is rather analytical and philosopllical in tone; but confines itself pretty closely to the data given in Meiss-ner's " Erinnerungen." In two articles on George Sand (February and June, 1857) the writer follows the course of her "Autobiography " without attempting an essay on her genius. There is no bitterness in his comment; no rebuke of her "immoralities," only a mild censure of her eccentricities, and a plea for charity in respect to her infringements of "the wholesome regulations of society." The biography of Wm. H. Seward, prefixed to the collective edition of Mr. Seward's works (1853),nce and thempathies, asually diminishes the causes of temptation."ence is acknowl edged universally as benign.", a resolution was passed by ihe stockholders, in meeting assembled, permitting
